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Offic Action Summary 


Application No. 

09/829,527 



Applicants) 

WANG ET AL. 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXP.RE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

-ftXS^^ 

. If NO period for reply is specified above the maximum statu ^^^^^^Sm te be ^ me ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )gl Responsive to communication(s) filed on OS May 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E This action is non-final. 

3 n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters prosecutor , as to the merits .s 
)D closed h accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) El Claim(s) 01-31.36 and 37 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEl Claim(s) 91-31.36 and 37 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 !)□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a H d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The transition of the foreign language provisional WHca^ ^^ Taoe^ 

"1 50 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachments) 


1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 


4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) Q Other: 


U S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 


Office Acti n Summary 


Part of Paper No. 9 


Application/Control Number: 09/829,527 ™ge t 

Art Unit: 1771 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendments and accompanying remarks filed 5/5/03 have been 
entered and carefully considered. Applicant's amendments are found to overcome the 
claim objections and 1 12 indefinite rejection of claim 22. Despite this advance, the 
amendments are not found to patently distinguish the claims over the prior art and 
Applicant's arguments are not found persuasive of patentability for reasons set forth 
herein below. The notice of allowable subject matter is withdrawn in place of a 1 12, 1 st 
paragraph rejection that should have been made in the previous rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and Process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 21-31 and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for the creation of a fiber, does not 
reasonably provide enablement for the same composition to be used as an adhesive or 
component other than a fiber. The specification does not enable any person skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make the 
invention commensurate in scope with these claims. The claims are broad enough to 
encompass utilizing the composition of the invention as an adhesive or other 
component; however, the specification only teaches utilizing the composition as a fiber. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 21-22, 24-28, 30, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Brady et al (5217798), as set forth in the previous action. 

Applicant argues that Brady does not anticipate the instant invention because 
Brady's polyethylene oxide is used as an adhesive. This argument is not 
commensurate in scope with the claims because the claims recite a nonwoven material 
comprising the polyethylene oxide material. They do not require that the fibers of the 
nonwoven be formed from polyethylene oxide, only that the polyethylene oxide be 
capable of being formed into a fiber. The polyethylene oxide of Brady has the capability 

to be spun into fibers. 

Applicant argues that Brady's monomer is not polar; however, Brady's monomer 

is, in fact, polar (col. 3, line 39). 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 
6. Claims 23 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brady et al (5217798), as set forth in the previous action. 

Applicant argues that "since Brady is silent as to shear rate.. .any teachings of 
viscosity are not adequately described and enabled. This argument is not germane to 
the instant rejection because the rejection is not dependant on Brady's viscotity 
teachings. It would have been obvious to alter shear rate in order to optimize the 
strength of Brady's material. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher Pratt whose telephone number is 703-305- 
6559. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7 am to 4 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Terrel Morris can be reached on 703-308-2414. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for 
regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 


Christopher C. Pratt 
July 14, 2003 


